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 On behalf of the entire editorial board, I am honored 
to present the newest issue of the Penn History Review. 
Since 1991, the Penn History Review has been dedicated 
to promoting the study of history amongst undergraduate 
students. Since its founding, PHR has published exceptional 
historical scholarship written by students at the University 
of Pennsylvania as well as schools across the United States. 
Our Spring 2020 edition exemplifies the diversity of study 
within our field. It includes articles that explore dynamic 
topics such as the redefining of femininity  through the abject 
moment, President Arthur’s transformation of American 
politics, English working-class perceptions of the Peterloo 
Massacre, and the struggle between Spain and Cuba over the 
issue of independence. These pieces embody the core values 
of our publication: curiosity, critical thinking, a dedication 
to research, and most importantly a passion for history. Our 
entire editorial team deeply enjoyed working with the authors 
and editing these papers. We hope that  you will find them 
thought-provoking and enjoy reading them as much as we did.
 Our first piece, “Reclaiming the Feminine Identity 
through the Abject: A Comparative Study of Judy Chicago, 
Mary Kelly and Cindy Sherman,” is authored by Yuxin 
(Vivian) Wen. She opens her piece by defining the abject as 
art that is usually improper and unclean. Wen  claims that 
women appropriate the image of abjection as a means of 
reclaiming their identity in the field of art as well as in society 
as a whole.  The author analyzes this concept through the lens 
of three artists: Chicago, Kelly, and Sherman. She argues that, 
through art, women can reassert their voice and reclaim their 
image which she believes has been hijacked by the patriarchy.
 In the next article ‘“No Pity – I Claim Only Justice’: 
Radical Memory of the Peterloo Massacre among the
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English Working Class, 1819-1848,” Connor Muller analyzes 
the written and visual representations of the Peterloo Massacre. 
The author claims that  invoking the massacre’s memory 
was more than a strategic tactic for reformers to help rally 
support for their cause. He argues that its significant impact 
on the working-class psyche helped give rise to chartism. 
 In the third paper, “The Butcher and the Arson: 
How Spain’s Generals Lost Her Empire and Destroyed 
Her Crown Jewel,”  Daniel Brennan  examines the Cuban 
Independence Movement.  This article, which is a excepert 
of a longer thesis, recounts the story of “the near-victory 
of Spanish colonial forces over Cuba’s Liberation Army 
in the waning months of 1897 and the disastrous policy 
of Reconcentration in which hundreds of thousands of 
Cubans were evacuated from the island’s rural interior.” 
Brennan discusses the impact of disease, military defeat, and 
agriculture on Cuba’s fight for independence against Spain.
 Our final piece, “A Smoking Gun and a Woman’s 
Touch: President Chester Arthur’s Transformation that 
Reformed American Politics in the Late Nineteenth Century”, 
comes from Zachary Clary of the College of William and Mary. 
The author begins by  providing an overview of Arthur’s life 
and says that he  spent most of his career “righting the corrupt, 
political wrongs that had allowed him to achieve the nation’s 
highest office in the first place.” Clary analyzes his time as an 
attorney and dedication to racial equality long before his time 
in the White House. The author closely analyzes the letters of 
Julia Sand to President Arthur. He argues that while there is no 
way to conclusively prove  that Chester Auther supported the 
political reforms Sand suggested  as a result of her letters, the 
fact that the president kept the letters until his death indicates 
that they were of some significance to him. He claims that 
“while Charles Guiteau and Julia Sand influenced Chester 
Arthur individually, the political outcomes would have been 
different had they not both been participants in the narrative.”
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 Additionally, this issue includes a sample of abstracts 
submitted  by seniors at Penn who undertook the challenge or 
researching and writing honors theses for the History Department. 
In doing so, the PHR hopes the to promote additional research 
and scholarship in the field of history by offering its readership 
a preview of this fascinating variety of topics. Congratulations 
to all of the senior honors students who achieved this 
impressive accomplishment. We encourage other history 
students to also embark on this incredibly rewarding endeavour. 
 The editorial board would also like to thank a number 
of people without whom this edition of the PHR would not 
have been possible. Our publication only exists thanks to 
the generous support of the Penn History Department who 
continues to support and fund us each year. In particular, we 
are extremely grateful to Dr. Siyen Fei, the Undergraduate 
Chair of the department, and Dr. Yvonne Fabella, the Associate 
Director of Undergraduate Studies. They have both offered 
invaluable guidance and encouragement throughout the 
editing and publishing processes. The dedication they have 
for both their students and field of study is an inspiration. In 
addition, we would like to thank the faculty members at Penn 
and other universities who promoted our publication, as well 
as all of the students who submitted papers for consideration. 
This edition would not exist without your support. Thank 
you as well to our contributing authors, who worked 
patiently and diligently to refine their articles for publication. 
 Finally, I would like to thank our editors for their 
exceptionally hard work on this issue of the Penn History 
Review.  I would especially like to recognize the contributions 
of our graduating seniors, Helen Catherine Darby, Jake Fallek, 
Noah Kest, Hannah Nasseri, Alia Schechter, and Ishaan Tugnait. 
Their passion for history and dedication over the years 
have continued to make the PHR a platform for remarkable 
scholarship. It has been a truly enjoyable experience to work 
with each of them throughout my time on the board. We will 
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miss having them in our editorial family but are confident 
that they will go on to do great things. In particular, I would 
like to thank Helen Catherine Darby, our Editor-in-Chief 
emeritus. I  have had the honor of working with her on two 
distinct publications as well as having her as a classmate. 
She is brilliant, hard-working, and kind. Columbia Law is 
incredibly lucky to have her. Helen Catherine, thank you for 
the constant guidance, support, and dedication to everything 
you do. It has been an honor to work with you.  PHR will 
eternally be a stronger publication because it had you as 
a leader. At the same time, I would like to recognize three 
new editors we were especially fortunate to have added to 
the board this semester, Zarina Iman and Chinaza Okonkwo, 
who have already made a positive impact on our journal. 
 This has not been a traditional semester. COVID-19 
has impacted everyone across the globe and PHR is 
no exception.  Thank you so much to the Penn History 
Department for providing us the additional funding to 
allow us to publish our review remotely, thank you to our 
authors who have been so understanding about changed 
deadlines and schedules, and most of all thank you to our 
editors who have made coming to meetings and editing the 
articles a priority despite different time-zones and virtual 
learning. Your dedication and passion is an inspiration.
 Congratulations again to all of the authors and editors 
who  participated in this edition of the Penn History Review!
                                                                    
Lorenza Colagrossi
Editor-in-Chief
